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Folks, since before President Clinton took office, I have been amazed at the distor- 
tions and deceptions his team brazenly put out there on a daily basis. Such as the 
claim that 1992 was ‘the worst economy in 50 years — even worse than the Great 
Depression.” Naturally, the willing accomplices in the media never challenged these 
bogus claims. But still, for over two years Ive been asking, How can they say this 
stuff with a straight face? Early on I concluded that this is a bunch who wakes up, 
looks themselves in the mirror, and chuckles: “How can we fool ‘em today?” And 
weve all gotten so used to the misstatements and inaccuracies coming from this 
Administration that an outright lie isn't even newsworthy any more. Still, when I 
heard a series of them in the first five minutes of Clinton's press conference on 
March 3, with which I begin, I decided to compile a selection of some of the most 
remarkable distortions from the infamous Clinton record: 


CLINTON: “We have made the government smaller.” 
— BILL CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE 
NEWS CONFERENCE, 3/3/95 
REALITY: “President Clinton has proposed a $1.61 tril- 
.. lion budget for fiscal 1996 which begins Oct. 1, a 5.5 
percent increase over this fiscal year ... Clinton's budget projects deficits 
of $200 billion for the rest of the decade.” — WASHINGTON POST 





CLINTON: “We've given more power to states and 
localities and to private citizens. Our proposals 
would further accelerate those trends.” 

— BILL CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE NEWS CONFERENCE, 3/3/95 

, REALITY: Clinton lobbied to defeat the Balanced 
Budget poate in the Senate, so states and localities are prevent- 
ed from getting the chance to even debate the amendment. His Ad- 
ministration opposes giving block grants to states. 





Cuinton: “We have ... been working for months on 
a serious effort to reduce the burden of unnecessary 
regulation.” — BILL CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE 

NEWS CONFERENCE, 3/3/95 
Reauity: The Federal Register, the publication of 
newly imposed federal regulations, was 61,166 pages in 1993, and 
64,914 pages in 1994. The Clinton Administration's own National 
Performance Review estimated the cost of private sector compliance 
with federal regulations at more than $430 billion annually, a full nine 
percent of the Gpp. The Los Angeles Times reported that the Clinton 
Administration's Consumer Product Safety Commission planned to 
issue regulations to require manufacturers of industrial five-gallon plas- 
tic buckets to redesign their products. Concerned that infants could 
climb inside them and drown, the CPSC studied the issue for five years 
and recently issued a 101-page report. The report notes that one of the 
CPSC suggestions to the industry — deliberately making buckets so they 
leak — is being objected to by bucket-makers. According to the report, 
“Industry representatives claim that they can envision no use for a 


bucket that leaks.” 





CLINTON: “...we support adding 100,000 police.” 
— BILL CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE 

NEWS CONFERENCE, 3/3/95 

Reauity: There are no “100,000 police.” Never 
mem =have been, never will be. Even the media knows 

it. Liberal columnist DeWayne Wickam concluded in us4 Today: 
“Many of the 100,000 cops promised in the crime bill will never 
materialize.” On the day after Clinton signed the bill into law, 
The New York Times reported that “some law enforcement analysts 
said the Administration has in effect misled local officials by 


vastly overstating the number of police officers who can be hired 
under the program.” 




















CLINTON: “The Republicans now have proposed to ... 
cut nutritional help for mothers and school children.” 
— BiLL CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE 
NEWS CONFERENCE, 3/3/95 
REALITY: This is an out-and-out lie. The Republicans 
voted to increase spending on school lunch programs by 4.5 percent 
(rather than 5.2 percent, as called for by the Democrats), and bundle 
these programs together and block-grant them to the states to dramat- 
ically reduce federal bureaucracy. 


CLINTON: “Everyone knows that I have tougher ethics 
rules than any other previous President.” 

” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE NEWS 

—) CONFERENCE, 3/3/95, DEFENDING THE ETHICAL 

- STANDARDS OF HIS ADMINISTRATION 

REALITY: In ain to his own Whitewater troubles and many high-level 

resignations (see “Sleaze Factor,” 4/95 Limbaugh Letter pp. 14-15), sever- 
al members of his cabinet are currently facing probes of their conduct. 


CuintTon: “The balanced budget amendment has 
been defeated because Republicans could not pro- 
vide enough Democratic senators with the simple 
guarantee that Social Security would be protected in 
a | any balanced-budget amendment procedures.” 

— oe CLINTON, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES, 3/2/95 
REALITY: Social Security was a diversionary tactic of the White House 
and Senate Democrats. Even The Washington Post editorialized: “The 
Democrats, or some of them, said they opposed the amendment in 
order to protect Social Security. It’s a phony issue, and the Democrats 
may be first to regret it if they don’t stop using it for political cover.” 
The New York Times editorial page agreed: “Voters need not swallow 
the misleading explanation many Democrats gave for voting no ... the 
trust fund is not really a fund, rather an accounting device that masks 
the use of Social Security taxes to pay Government's bills and thereby 
reduce the deficit.” And, of course, Clinton and the Democrats cut 
$24.5 billion from Social Security in 1993; every single Republican 


voted against those cuts. 


CLINTON: “Obviously, [ don’t support it, but I sup- 
port the impulses that are giving rise to it.” 
— PRESIDENT CLINTON ON THE BALANCED 
BUDGET AMENDMENT 
mee Reatity: Another classic Clinton statement trying to 
elke both sides of the issue. Clinton is not interested in balancing the 
budget. His Labor Secretary said so specifically on NBC’s “Meet the 
Press” (1/15/95): “The president is against simply balancing the bud- 
get ... The goal of balancing the budget is not my goal.” The fact is 
that Clinton’s 1996 budget proposes an additional $1 trillion in deficit 
spending over the next seven years. 


Cuinton: “They [Republicans] talked for more than 
a decade around here about making government 
smaller, but it never seemed to happen.” 

— PRES. CLINTON IN A WHITE HOUSE PRESS CONFER- 
2 ENCE, REPORTED BY THE NEW YorK TIMES (10/8/94) 
REALITY: Bederal taxes as'a share of GDP went down under Reagan — 
from 20.2 percent in 1981 to 18.9 percent in 1988. Federal spending 
as a share of GDP went down under Reagan — from 22.9 to 22.1 in 
1988. The number of federal regulators dropped under Reagan — 
from 121,701 in 1980 to 104,360 in 1988. The number of pages of 
regulations in the Federal Register dropped under Reagan — from 
87,012 in 1980 to 53,376 in 1988. 





CLINTON: “When I ran for President, and when I 
became President, I never said that the United States 
would take any unilateral action in Bosnia, and I 
defy you to find a time when I did say that. I said 
S2 that we would work with our allies.. 
— PRES, CLINTON IN A WHITE HOUSE PRESS CONFERENCE, REPORTED 
BY THE NEW YORK TIMES (10/8/94) 
Reauity: Not true, writes Elizabeth Drew in her book, On the Edge: 
The Clinton Presidency. “After another series of meetings, another new 
policy evolved: threatening air strikes if the Serbs continued the ‘stran- 
gulation’ of Sarajevo or the other ‘safe areas,’ or if they refused to nego- 
tiate a settlement ... It was also decided to make a stab at getting allied 
agreement, but to imply clearly that the United States was prepared to 
go it alone if the allies didn’t agree, and to make threatening statements 
about the consequences for the alliance if the U.S. was rebuffed...” 





CuinTON: “Do they [voters] really want this [GOP] 
contract which is a trillion dollars of unfunded 
promises ... throwing us back to the years of the 80s 
when we lost jobs and weakened our country?” 
= (Washington Post, 10/8/94) 

REALITY: The ceed of the 1980s is clear: 18.6 million new jobs, 
increasing U.S. civilian employment by 20 percent. Almost 23 per- 
cent of these jobs — about 4.2 million — went to black workers. 
Clinton himself knows the U.S. gained jobs during the 1980s — and 
high-wage jobs at that. In an interview with The Washington Post 
(5/14/93), the President said: “But I think we have underestimated 
the extent to which job growth in the 1980s, particularly in the high- 
wage areas, was supported by the defense budget and the high tech- 
nology areas.” 





CLINTON: “Staying the course is good for the country.” 
— PRESIDENT CLINTON AT A WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS CONFERENCE, REPORTED BY 
THE NEW YORK TIMES (10/8/94) 
| =Reatity: Not even Zhe New York Times could 
swallow that assertion in light of today’s political reality. “The polit- 
ical message [Clinton] offered had been developed in weeks of meet- 
ings involving him and top advisers, but some aides said he recog- 
nized the risk in arguing, as he did today, that the country is mov- 
ing in the right direction when polls show that nearly 6 in 10 

Americans believe it is on the wrong track.” 

— DOuGLas JEHL, NEW YORK TIMES (10/8/94) 





CuinToN: “There is not a single, solitary member of 
the United States Senate more interested in new 
ideas than he is.” — BILL CLINTON, REFERRING 
TO SEN. EDWARD KENNEDY OF MASSACHUSETTS, 

oS REPORTED BY THE BOSTON HERALD (10/21/94) 

Reatity: Right. “[T]he heart of Kennedy's campaign is the idea that 
government can still do good things for people,” wrote Steve Roberts 


in U.S. News & World Report (10/24/94). Nothing new in that. 





CuinTon: ‘I do not support cuts in Social Security ... 
That has always been my position.” 
— BILL CLINTON, SPEAKING ON A CAMPAIGN 
SWING TO SEATTLE, REPORTED BY 
: _. THE WASHINGTON POST (10/24/93) 
REALITY: hams Clinton has already cut Social Security — by $24.6 
billion in his 1993 budget (which all Republicans voted against.) The 
now-famous Alice Rivlin memo suggests the possibility of billions of 
dollars in further Social Security cuts. 











CLINTON: “The straight story is that that was not an 
options memo for us.” — BILL CLINTON, 
COMMENTING ON A MEMO ON DEFICIT REDUCTION 
OPTIONS BY OMB DIRECTOR ALICE RIVLIN, CITED BY 
THE WHITE HOUSE BULLETIN (10/25/94) 
REALITY: Rivlin’ memo most certainly did offer Clinton options for 
post-election policy. The memo entitled, “Big Choices,” reads in part: 
“The future-oriented campaign theme that you articulated at the 
Cabinet lunch on Friday — major accomplishments, much to be done 
— must be translated into policy decisions soon after the election ... 
Pages A, B and C that follow briefly lay out some of the relevant mag- 
nitudes to give you a context for thinking about these choices...” 


CuinTon: “Clinton said the Republicans’ Contract 
With America would require Social Security cuts of 
$2,000 per person annually and Medicare cuts of 
$1,800 a year to achieve the promised balanced bud- 
get and tax cuts. That money comes ‘out of the most 
vulnerable people in this country ... That is wrong, and we must not 
allow it to happen. So I say to you, say no to this radical attack on 
Social Security.” — BILL CLINTON, CAMPAIGNING WITH SEN. HARRIS 
WOFFORD IN PITTSBURGH, AS REPORTED BY THE WASHINGTON PosT (11/1/94) 
Reauity: Republicans have repeatedly promised that Social Security is 
“off the table.” Clinton, on the other hand, proposed between $32 bil- 
lion and $41 billion in Social Security cuts in his first two weeks in 
office. The Washington Post (1/29/93) praised him for doing so. Clintons 
final 1994 budget included $24.6 billion in Social Security cuts — even 
though he had promised during the 1992 campaign that “We're not 
going to fool with Social Security. It’s solid. It’s secure. It’s sound. And 
I’m going to keep it that way.” (9/1/92). Republicans unanimously voted 
against that budget. By September 1994, Democrats were pushing for 
more cuts: “Four well-known House Democrats proposed major Social 
Security benefit cuts for future retirees yesterday as a House subcom- 
mittee began a search for ways to save the system from bankruptcy in the 
next generation ... The proposals advanced yesterday included: Making 
people work longer (all but Rostenkowski favored age 70) before they 
can retire with full benefits; reducing the basic benefit by 8 percent for 
average earners; reducing spouse benefits from half the benefits earned 
by the retired primary wage-earner to a third; reducing the cost-of-living 


adjustment.” (Washington Post, 9/28/94) 





Cunton: “Clinton said the Gor’s Contract With 
America would ‘cost a trillion dollars. I wish I could 
come here and promise to write you a trillion dollars 
worth of hot checks. But I can’t do it with a straight 
i face. I just don't have it — I’m not shameless 
enough to do it.” — BILL CLINTON ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL, AS 
REPORTED BY THE WASHINGTON PosT (11/3/94) 
REALITY: Clinton’s Health Security Act would have involved trillions of 
dollars in health care spending over the next decade and yet offered no 
clear way of paying for the promise of “guaranteed coverage for all 
Americans that can never be taken away.” 





CLINTON: “When President Clinton warned Rhode 
Island senior citizens Wednesday that a Republican 
budget plan would cut $2,000 per year for an aver- 
age Social Security recipient, there were gasps and 
mls cries of “No!” — BILL CLINTON, AGAIN ATTACKING THE 

GOP ON SOCIAL SECURITY, AS REPORTED BY USA Topay (11/3/94) 
Reauity: “The audience, more than the president, had it right. The 
Republican plan doesn’t even mention Social Security; its authors have 
sworn not to cut it.” — USA Topay (11/3/94) 











CunTON: “I basically try to ignore ups.and downs 
in polls.” | — BILL CLINTON, ON CNN’s “LARRY KING 

LIVE,” REPORTED BY THE WASHINGTON PosT (10/7/94) 
REALITY: “Just minutes before [the President made 
his comment to Larry King], Clinton's deputy chief 
me: staff, Fal Hifies, had been crouching i in the White House press 
filing center here beside a USA Today reporter, getting the latest — 
and, “for the White House, disturbing — numbers from the newspa- 
per’s new poll.” — THE WASHINGTON POST, SAME ARTICLE (10/7/94) 





CLINTON: “It’s not fair to say that I thought it [gays 
in the military] was the most important thing I had 
to do. He [Dole] insisted that it be dealt with, so | 
wasnt about to walk away from it.” — BILL CLINTON 
On IN A FEB. 1995 INTERVIEW WITH PARADE MAGAZINE 
Reauity: “In the face of criticism for making gays in the military such 
an early priority of his Presidency, Clinton blamed the Republicans for 
forcing the issue to come up when it did ... This of course was untrue 
... Clinton had introduced the subject. A Clinton adviser, one who 
had helped propagate the claim that the Republicans had started it all, 
later privately called it ‘a lie’ — and this was perhaps the first example 

in his Presidency of [Clinton's] tendency to lay blame off on others.” 
— ON THE EDGE: THE CLINTON PRESIDENCY, BY ELIZABETH DREW 





CLINTON’s 1994 Bupcet: 
“I know this thing is a turkey.” 
— BILL CLINTON IN A PRIVATE CONVERSATION WITH 
ADVISORS, QUOTED IN THE AGENDA 
aa =6° “There was no way to pretend, not in detail, not in 
spitit, that se plan before Congress was the Putting People First plan. 
It was a lie, Begala was saying. Carville agreed with him.” 
— THE AGENDA 
° “Rubin, Bentsen, Panetta, and Rivlin argued that ... in macroeco- 
nomic terms it didn't much matter whether the deficit was cut by 
$130 billion or $140 billion in the final year (and the numbers were 
sheer guesswork)...” — ON THE EDGE 
° “It’s simple bait and switch.” | — A HOUSE MODERATE COMMENTING 
ON CLINTON’S BUDGET WHICH, IN THIS MEMBER’S OPINION, 
WAS FAR TOO LIBERAL, QUOTED IN NEWSWEEK 





CLINTON’S HEALTH Care: 
¢ “Too big, too expensive and too fast.” 
— ROGER ALTMAN’S SUMMARY OF THE 
HEALTH SECURITY ACT, QUOTED IN JHE AGENDA 
“Clinton then asked about the health care num- 
ies shethene everyone was on board supporting them. His aides con- 
fessed that the numbers had basically been made up.” — THE AGENDA 
“The health care working groups had a bunch of wacky ideas that they 
never would have gotten away with if theyd been public. You had 500 
people with every wacky idea that had ever been suggested in health 
care.” — CLINTON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL, QUOTED IN ON THE EDGE 
¢ “The White House yesterday desperately sought to dampen Presi- 
dent Clinton's waffling on universal coverage as key liberal lawmak- 
ers threatened to vote against the president. Taking the lead in the 
damage-control effort, Mr. Clinton shrugged off his statement Tues- 
day to the nation’s governors that covering 95 percent of the public 
was good enough — a position that clashed with one also reiterated 
the same day by first lady Hillary Rodham Clinton ... ‘I’m sorry that 
after all my skills and efforts at communicating, the point I really 
made yesterday didn’t get through,’ Clinton told reporters.” 
— “WHITE HOusE TRIES TO RECANT HEALTH CARE SLIP,” 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES, 7/21/94 











CLINTON’S WELFARE PLAN: 
° “Finding it difficult to produce a welfare plan 
that could be financed through spending cuts 
alone, the Administration is contemplating tax 
| increases, with gambling establishments among the 
aren éfacials said today. No decisions have been made on whether 
to propose the taxes. But the talk of taxes contradicts the 
Administration’s previous contention that President Clinton can pay 
for his ambitious plan to change the welfare system simply by cut- 
ting other programs for low-income people.” 
— JASON DEPARLE, “WELFARE PLAN MAY REQUIRE 
New Taxes,” THE NEW YorK TIMES, 2/25/94 
¢ “Boob bait for bubbas.”— SEN. DANIEL PATRICK MOYNIHAN (D,NY), 
COMMENTING ON THE PRESIDENT ’S WELFARE PROPOSAL, USA Topay, 1/14/94 
° “Tt has taken a long time, but President Clinton is ready to intro- 
duce his welfare reform proposal ... It will be said, and it’s true, 
that this isn’t ‘an end to welfare as we know it.” 
— WASHINGTON POST EDITORIAL, 6/12/94 


CLINTON’S SURGEON GENERAL NOMINATION: 
° “Dr. Henry W. Foster, Jr., President Clinton’s 
nominee for surgeon general, last night gave a fifth 
accounting of the number of abortions he has per- 
formed — 39 ... The new accounting was the fifth 
aeinbe: that dithes Dr. Foster or nthe White House has given on the 
number of abortions he has performed. They have ranged from one, 
to ‘fewer than a dozen,’ to 55, to about 700, and now 39. Senators 
who must vote accuse the White House of fumbling the nomination 

by offering these wildly varying numbers.” 

“FOSTER OFFERS NEW COUNT OF HIS ABORTIONS,” 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES, 2/9/95 
¢ “The nomination of Dr. Henry Foster, Jr. to be surgeon general 
has been so badly bungled, by the White House and by Dr. Foster 
himself, that there is little choice but to hope it dies quickly. 
Although Dr. Foster is a highly respected obstetrician, his lack of 
candor about his abortion record disqualifies him from serious 
consideration. Misleading statements by candidates for high posi- 
tion simply cannot be condoned ... It is time to withdraw the 
nomination.” — NEW YORK TIMES EDITORIAL, “THE TAINTED 
FOSTER NOMINATION,” 2/10/95 





CLINTON’s 1996 BupcET: 
¢ “The budget which came from the President 
yesterday said, I’ve given up; that as long as 
I am President of the United States there 
: will never be a balanced budget. That is an 
astofiishing statement.” — PauL TSONGAS, FORMER DEMOCRATIC 
SENATOR AND 1992 PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE, AT A CAPITOL 
HILL PRESS CONFERENCE, 2/7/95 
e“What’s the sound of surrender? How about ‘thud’? 
That’s the noise of President Clinton’s $1.6 trillion proposed 
federal budget makes when it hits the floor. The nearly 2,000 
pages of budget documents unveiled Monday constitute 
an abandonment of candidate Clinton's promise to cut the budget 
deficit in half Clinton would leave the budget deficit 
roughly where it is for another five years, adding $1.6 
trillion to the national debt, $6,400 for every American. And 
that’s if you believe the Clinton administration’s numbers. 

Sadly, there’s good reason not to...” 

— USA TODAY EDITORIAL, 2/7/95 
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